
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATES7474 May 25, 1995 
Mr. DOLE addressed the Chair. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ma-

jority leader is recognized. 
f 

MORNING BUSINESS 

Mr. DOLE. I want to ask that there 
be a period for the transaction of rou-
tine morning business for about the 
next 10 minutes or so. There are a cou-
ple of people who want to speak. Then 
we will turn to the terrorism bill. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that there be a period for the 
transaction of routine morning busi-
ness with Members permitted to speak 
for not more than 5 minutes each, and 
that at 6:45 the Senate then turn to the 
consideration of Calendar No. 192, S. 
735, the antiterrorism bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. JEFFORDS addressed the Chair. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

GRAMS). The Senator from Vermont is 
recognized. 

Mr. JEFFORDS. I thank the Chair. 
(The remarks of Mr. JEFFORDS per-

taining to the introduction of S. 856 are 
located in today’s RECORD under 
‘‘Statements on Introduced Bills and 
Joint Resolutions.’’) 

f 

HEARINGS ON TERRORISM 

Mr. SPECTER. Mr. President, the 
Subcommittee on Terrorism of the Ju-
diciary Committee was scheduled to 
have hearings on terrorism today. 

Those hearings could not be held be-
cause the Senate was in session con-
tinuously from 9 a.m. with rollcall 
votes of 9 minutes. So those hearings 
had to be postponed. They are going to 
be held on Thursday, June 8. 

A good many people came from sub-
stantial distances. I expressed our re-
grets that we could not hold the hear-
ing. But it was not possible to do so. 
But I did tell them that the statements 
which had been submitted would be put 
in the RECORD at this time so that 
their prepared statements could at 
least be read by Members of the Senate 
or those interested in reading them. 

At this time, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the statement of attorney 
John W. DeCamp, the statement of Mr. 
Norman Olson, the statement of Mr. 
Leroy Crenshaw, and the statement of 
the Militia of Montana be printed in 
the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the state-
ments were ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
Memorandum from: Senator John W. De-

Camp, Atty. 
To: Sub Committee on Terrorism, U.S. Sen-

ator Judiciary Committee. 
Re: Testimony to Committee. 

To paraphrase an old saying. . . . ‘‘Five 
months ago I couldn’t spell ‘Militia’ and now 
I represent one.’’ 

It was five months ago I agreed to PRO-
VIDE LEGAL ASSISTANCE TO the leaders 
of the Montana Militia on a dozen felonies. 
Why? I felt the felony charges involved open 
and shut first amendment issues of freedom 
of speech, assembly and right to petition 

Government issues, and have learned a 
wealth of information since that time—par-
ticularly in light of the Oklahoma bombing 
and the anti-militia movement. 

Before I go too much further, let me give 
brief background on myself and let me an-
swer the first questions that press and your 
staff asked of me. 

Question: Are you a white supremacist? 
My wife is Vietnamese—one of the 

Boatpeople. Our four home made 
AMERASIAN children are the four most 
beautiful and talented mixed race children 
on the planet. My business partner is Afri-
can-American. My Comptroller is Indian 
from Bombay & my legal associates over the 
years have been mostly Jewish. You make 
your own conclusions. 

Question: Are these militias dangerous? 
Absolutely yes, and absolutely no. 
First, the media and MOST OF US have 

made the same fundamental error (‘‘Cat Bag-
ging’’ I call it) as was made during the 
McCarthy Era, during the Vietnam War Pro-
test Movement, and during Watergate. 

That is, we lump all the Militias, the So 
Called Patriot groups, and Tax Protesters 
and Free Men & Survivalist Groups together 
as identical cats and then put them all into 
one bag. 

Second, we SELECT An individual or enti-
ty that is simply off the spectrum in their 
beliefs, one not tethered to reality and at-
tribute those horrible characteristics to all 
the militias. In short, we ‘‘demonize’’ them. 
Quickly, they are all labeled as white su-
premacist, racist, anti-government, paranoid 
revolutionaries fixing to blow up the world. 

The truth is that there is as much diver-
sity among these groups as there is among 
religious groups. As a young boy, I remember 
sitting in the front pew and hearing the 
Priest in my small town of 1,800 people ex-
plain why the Protestants were all going to 
hell. And, on Monday morning at school my 
best friend, a Protestant kid named Jimmy, 
would explain to me that his preacher had 
told him the same thing about us Catholics 
the day before. 

It has been my observation that many of 
these groups—particularly the ones I consid-
ered not tethered to reality—are a bit like 
the Priest and the Preacher * * *. That is, 
much of their effort is devoted to explaining 
to their members why the other group are 
not real patriots, or why Bo Gritz or John 
Trochman are really C.I.A. agents. 

In truth, most of the militia groups—Mon-
tana Militia, Oklahoma Militia, New Hamp-
shire Militia—could be classified as middle of 
the road among hard conservatives. What do 
I mean? 

Ten, twenty and thirty years ago they are 
the individuals who were clamoring for ‘‘Law 
and Order.’ 

I suppose it is ironic, some might say po-
etic, that what many of them sought, ‘‘Law 
and Order’’ has now come to pass in a FORM 
they deem to be excess * * * that is too 
much oppressive law and abuse of the Con-
stitution. And ‘‘order’’ has become what they 
fear to be ‘‘a new world order.’’ And thru 
speaking out, they want everyone to know 
this attitude on their part and their fears 
and concerns. 

But are they dangerous? 
They are a political movement. All polit-

ical movements are dangerous to some other 
political movement they run counter to. 

That is how our system of government 
evolves * * * thru political conflict and wars 
fought with words instead of bullets and 
fought in the press and from the bully pulpit 
instead of on the battlefield. 

Ultimately, that is the only truly distin-
guishing feature separating our 200-year-old 
political system from all others that went 
before it. Namely, the ability thru verbal 

conflict and battle for our system to reverse 
itself (revolution) and go in an opposite di-
rection without the necessity of a violent 
revolution. 

But are they physically dangerous or a 
threat to our Government or our Constitu-
tion? 

You judge * * * but do it on the facts, not 
on innuendo or the words of the natural en-
emies of these militias, namely, other polit-
ical groups opposed to their philosophy. 

To the best of my knowledge, there are no 
reported incidents of any significance of mi-
litias being involved in any of the following: 

1. Drive by shootings. 
2. The drug trade. 
3. Use of children for pornography, 

pedophilia & drug couriers. 
4. Gang wars. 
5. Auto theft. 
6. Murder, rape, robbery, trafficking in ille-

gal arms. 
If militias are involved in these somebody 

is not reporting them. And I doubt that. 
For benefit of those who might differ with 

me on this, I would point out that in each of 
the incidents you might be familiar with, 
Gordon Kahl, Radny Weaver, Waco, the 
events were initiated by the Government in 
an attempt to serve usually misdemeanor 
warrants on contested tax matters using 
overwhelming force and what in hindsight 
seems rather poor judgement. 

In short, an analysis by you will show that 
the militias themselves have been the victim 
of violence rather than the perpetrator or 
initiator. 

As an example to prove my point, I chal-
lenge this committee to examine the most 
notorious & deadly event in American his-
tory involving U.S. marshals * * * namely, 
the Gordon Kahl shoot-out 12 years ago in 
which about a half-dozen marshals were 
shot, and Kahl escaped resulting in the larg-
est manhunt in American history. 

Have the courage to OBJECTIVELY exam-
ine this event—same with Waco—, and you 
will begin to understand the origins of the 
militia movement, their disenchantment and 
fear of law enforcement and Government. 

Whether you believe Kahl was the most no-
torious and crazy tax protester in American 
History or whether you believe he was a 
martyr responsible for triggering the militia 
movement, it is only by understanding this 
case in depth that you can understand the 
origins of the Militia movement. 

Question: Are you, John DeCamp, a mem-
ber of a militia? 

Sure, about twenty-five years ago I was a 
member. We called it the United States 
Army. We had training sessions and exer-
cises in a place called Vietnam. I was an In-
fantry Captain there specially assigned to a 
man named Bill Colby. Bill subsequently be-
came my friend, Godfather, advisor and 
Legal Associate on a case or two. Bill was 
the individual who insisted I write the book, 
the Franklin Coverup—which book resulted 
in some of the Militias asking me to rep-
resent them. You may remember Bill as the 
former head of a group called the C.I.A., Cen-
tral Intelligence Agency. 

So, since Colby told me to write my book 
the Franklin Cover-up; and since the book 
resulted in my representing the Montana mi-
litia and being here today, I suppose I’m here 
because of the C.I.A. just kidding. . . . 

My Militia leader, a chap named McNa-
mara, told us in Vietnam that we were win-
ning; that our government was sincere . . . 
and a lot of other nice things that inspired 
us to get our heads blown off. Then a couple 
weeks ago, I understand Mr. McNamara told 
the world that he was only ‘‘funnin’’ us when 
he told us those things during the war. 
McNamara said that he or our other leader 
Lyndon knew all along that they were lying 
to us. 
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